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County of San Mateo 
Planning and Building Department 

 
INITIAL STUDY 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION CHECKLIST 
(To Be Completed by Planning Department) 

 
 
1. Project Title:  Sin New Residence and Accessory Structures 
 
2. County File Number:  PLN 2017-00369 
 
3. Lead Agency Name and Address:  County of San Mateo Planning and Building Department 
 455 County Center, 2nd Floor Redwood City, CA  94063 
 
4. Contact Person and Phone Number:  Delaney Selvidge,650/363-1867 email: 

DSelvidge@smcgov.org 
 
5. Project Location:  12660 Williams Ranch Road, North Skyline area 
 
6. Assessor’s Parcel Number and Size of Parcel:  078-120-050, 1.476 acres 
 
7. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:  Simon Sin, 12660 Williams Ranch Road 
 Woodside, CA  94062 
 
8. Name of Person Undertaking the Project or Receiving the Project Approval (if different 

from Project Sponsor):  n/a 
 
9. General Plan Designation:  Open Space Rural 
 
10. Zoning: Resource Management (RM) 
 
11. Description of the Project:  The applicant is seeking a Resource Management Permit and a 

Grading Permit to build a new single-family residence of 5,865 sq. ft. (2,728 sq. ft. 1st floor and 
3,137 sq. ft. 2nd floor), attached three-car garage of 759 sq. ft., attached two-story pool cabana 
of 791 sq. ft. (428 sq. ft. upper floor and 363 sq. ft. lower floor), pool, new septic system, and 
associated alterations to the driveway/flatwork.  Four 5,000-gallon water tanks are proposed 
for fire protection purposes.  The existing single-family dwelling will be demolished.  The 
project involves 800 cubic yards (c.y.) of cut, and 600 c.y. of fill.  Eighteen trees are proposed 
for removal due to their location within the footprint of development and grading, seventeen of 
which have a circumference larger than 38 inches and therefore are considered significant by 
San Mateo County.  The impervious surface on the lot will increase from 5,266 sq. ft. to 12,593 
sq. ft. as a result of the proposed development.  The project is within the San Mateo County 
State Highway 84/ La Honda Road County scenic corridor.  The parcel is a 1.476-acre parcel 
zoned RM (Resource Management) within the unincorporated North Skyline area (APN 078-
120-050), known as 12660 Williams Ranch Road.  The parcel will continue to be served by the 
San Mateo County Fire Department, a private water well, and a new private septic system.  
Access will continue to be provided off of Williams Ranch Road via a private driveway. 

 
12. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:  The legal 1.476-acre parcel is located along Williams 

Ranch Road between La Honda Road and Skyline Boulevard.  The parcel is located within a 
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rural area with similarly sized or larger parcels that are vacant, developed with single-family 
residences, and/or agricultural improvements.  Directly south of the parcel is a 134.69-acre 
parcel within an agricultural preserve, and several other large parcels within agricultural 
preserves are located south of the subject parcel. 

 
13. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:  None 
 
14. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with 

the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Section 21080.3.1?  If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the 
determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures 
regarding confidentiality, etc.? 

 
 Notices for tribal consultation were sent to California Native American tribes traditionally and 

culturally affiliated with the project area as identified by the Native American Heritage 
Commission.  The Tamien Nation requested consultation on the project and provided 
comments that have been incorporated into this document. 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at 
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Significant Unless Mitigated” as indicated 
by the checklist on the following pages. 
 
 

X Aesthetics  Energy   Public Services  

 Agricultural and Forest 
Resources 

 Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials  

 Recreation  

X Air Quality  Hydrology/Water Quality   Transportation  

X Biological Resources  Land Use/Planning  X Tribal Cultural Resources 

 Climate Change   Mineral Resources   Utilities/Service Systems  

X Cultural Resources   Noise   Wildfire 

X Geology/Soils  Population/Housing  Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

 
 
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
 
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately 

supported by the information sources a lead agency cites.  A “No Impact” answer is adequately 
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to 
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone).  A “No 
Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as 
general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on 
a project-specific screening analysis). 
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2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as 
operational impacts. 

 
3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the 

checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 
significant with mitigation, or less than significant.  “Potentially Significant Impact” is appro-
priate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.  If there are one or more 
“Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) is required. 

 
4. “Negative Declaration:  Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the 

incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” 
to a “Less Than Significant Impact.”  The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, 
and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation 
measures from “Earlier Analyses,” as described in 5. below, may be cross-referenced). 

 
5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an 
earlier EIR or negative declaration (Section 15063(c)(3)(D)).  In this case, a brief discussion 
should identify the following: 

 
 a. Earlier Analysis Used.  Identify and state where they are available for review. 
 
 b. Impacts Adequately Addressed.  Identify which effects from the above checklist were 

within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation 
measures based on the earlier analysis. 

 
 c. Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are “Less Than Significant with Mitigation 

Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or 
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific 
conditions for the project. 

 
6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 

sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).  Reference to a 
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the 
page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

 
7. Supporting Information Sources.  Sources used or individuals contacted should be cited in the 

discussion.  Please see the end of this Initial Study for a complete citation list. 
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1. AESTHETICS.  Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the 
project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

1.a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista, views from existing residen-
tial areas, public lands, water bodies, or 
roads? 

  X  

Discussion:  The project is located within the State Highway 84/La Honda Road County scenic 
corridor, east of La Honda Road and West of Skyline Boulevard.  The parcel is located downhill from 
both La Honda Road and Old La Honda Road, and existing forest cover is present.  Due to the 
topography, and existing forest cover, the project would not be visible from La Honda Road.  The 
subject parcel is accessible from Williams Ranch Road via an existing driveway which this project 
would modify by realigning the driveway and expanding it to wrap around the proposed residence. 

The house would be constructed using natural exterior finish colors such as tans, light natural wood, 
and light gray.  The proposed finished materials and colors would help the structure to blend in with 
the natural environment. 

Source: Project Plans; Project Location; (San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 2019). 

1.b. Substantially damage or destroy scenic 
resources, including, but not limited to, 
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway? 

   X 

Discussion:  There are no historic buildings or rock outcroppings located on the site, and therefore 
they would not be affected.  Limited trees are proposed for removal and tree protection has been 
prepared for the project by a licensed arborist for trees not proposed for removal.  As such, this 
project will not substantially damage or destroy scenic resources. 

Source:   Project Plans; Project Location; (Register of Historic Places, 2021). 

1.c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially 
degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of public views of the site and its 
surroundings, such as significant change 
in topography or ground surface relief 
features, and/or development on a 
ridgeline?  (Public views are those that 
are experienced from publicly accessible 
vantage point.)  If the project is in an 
urbanized area, would the project 
conflict with applicable zoning and other 
regulations governing scenic quality? 

  X  
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Discussion:  The project is in a non-urbanized area, and not sited on a ridgeline.  The project 
involves grading but is designed to step with the existing topography in the same area as the 
existing single-family dwelling.  The structures are set back from La Honda Road and, due to 
existing tree cover, will not be viewable from La Honda Road. 

Source: Project Plans, Project Location. 

1.d. Create a new source of substantial light 
or glare that would adversely affect day 
or nighttime views in the area? 

 X   

Discussion:  While a single-family dwelling currently exists on the parcel, new light sources and 
glare from the proposed development has the potential to generate adverse impacts on day and 
nighttime views.  The following mitigation measures are recommended to minimize any adverse 
daytime or nighttime view impacts from light or glare that the project may introduce to the area: 

Mitigation Measure 1:  All proposed lighting shall be designed and located so as to confine direct 
rays to the subject property and prevent glare in the surrounding area.  Manufacturer cut sheets for 
any exterior light fixtures shall be submitted for review and approval prior to the issuance of a 
building permit.  All exterior fixtures shall be rated dark-sky compliant and designed to minimize light 
pollution beyond the confines of the subject premises. 

Mitigation Measure 2:  Final finishes of all exterior materials and/or colors, including glass windows 
and/or panels, shall be non-reflective and colored as to blend into the natural landscape. 

Source: Project Plans; Project Location. 

1.e. Be adjacent to a designated Scenic 
Highway or within a State or County 
Scenic Corridor? 

  X  

Discussion:  As discussed in 1.a, the project is located within the State Highway 84/ La Honda 
Road County scenic corridor, east of La Honda Road and west of Skyline Boulevard.  The parcel is 
located downhill from both La Honda Road and Old La Honda Road, and existing forest cover is 
present.  Due to the topography, and existing forest cover, the project would not be visible from La 
Honda Road.  The subject parcel is accessible from Williams Ranch Road via an existing driveway 
which this project would modify. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location. 

1.f. If within a Design Review District, conflict 
with applicable General Plan or Zoning 
Ordinance provisions? 

   X 

Discussion:  The parcel is not within a Design Review District and does not conflict with any 
applicable General Plan or Zoning Ordinance provisions. 

Source:  Project Location; (San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 2019). 

1.g. Visually intrude into an area having 
natural scenic qualities? 

  X  

Discussion:  See staff’s discussion in Section 1.a-1.d above. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location. 
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2. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES.  In determining whether impacts to 
agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the 
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the 
California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on 
agriculture and farmland.  In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including 
timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information 
compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s 
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest 
Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in 
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

2.a. For lands outside the Coastal Zone, 
convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland) as shown on the 
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is not located within the Coastal Zone.  The project parcel is identified as 
“Other Lands” and is not designated as Farmland by the California Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program.  Other Land is defined by the California Department of Conservation as land 
not included in other mapping categories and includes land such as low-density rural developments, 
and brush, timber, wetland and riparian areas not suitable for livestock grazing.  The land is not used 
for grazing, and is not Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance.  No 
lands of agricultural significance will be converted through this project. 

Source:  Project Location; (California Important Farmland Finder Map, 2017), (San Mateo County 
Important Farmland Data, 2018); (Geographic Information System: Planning and Building Map 
Viewer, 2021). 

2.b. Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, an existing Open Space 
Easement, or a Williamson Act contract? 

   X 

Discussion:  Located within a designed rural area of the County, the parcel is zoned RM (Resource 
Management), which permits agricultural and residential uses.  The project parcel is not contracted 
or encumbered by an Open Space Easement or a Williamson Act Contract.  The applicant has 
submitted for a RM Permit with the County of San Mateo and a decision on the permit will be 
rendered after the posting period for this subject Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration has 
ended.  While the subject parcel is not encumbered by a Williamson Act contract, it abuts a parcel 
(at its southern boundary) that is under Williamson Act Contract.  However, the project would not 
conflict with existing grazing operations on the adjacent parcel, as the project is replacing an existing 
single-family dwelling and will not represent a substantial change from the current land use on the 
parcel. 
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Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 2019); (Geographic Information 
System: Planning and Building Map Viewer, 2021). 

2.c. Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location 
or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forestland to non-forest 
use? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project site is 1.476 acres and developed with an existing single-family dwelling 
surrounded by similarly sized or larger rural parcels developed with residential or agricultural uses.  
The project parcel is identified as “Other Lands” and is not designated as Farmland by the California 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (see Section 2.a). Other Land is defined by the 
California Department of Conservation as land not included in other mapping categories and 
includes land such as low-density rural developments, and brush, timber, wetland and riparian areas 
not suitable for livestock grazing.  The land is not used for grazing, and is not Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance.  No lands of agricultural significance will be 
converted through this project. 

As defined in Public Resources Code, forest land is land that can support 10 percent native tree 
cover of any species, including hardwoods, under natural conditions, and that allows for 
management of one or more forest resources, including timber, aesthetics, fish and wildlife, 
biodiversity, water quality, recreation, and other public benefits.  As seen in aerial photos, more than 
10 percent of the property is forested; however, the property is currently developed with residential 
uses, and the replacement of the residential uses will have little impact to the forested areas of the 
lot. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location; (San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 2019); (California 
Important Farmland Finder Map, 2017); (Public Resources Code: Division 4 - Forests, Forestry, and 
Range and Forage Lands, Part 2.5, Chapter 1, Section 4793.e, 2001). 

2.d. For lands within the Coastal Zone, 
convert or divide lands identified as 
Class I or Class II Agriculture Soils and 
Class III Soils rated good or very good 
for artichokes or Brussels sprouts? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is not located within the Coastal Zone. 

Source:  Project Location; (Local Coastal Program Policies, 2013). 

2.e. Result in damage to soil capability or 
loss of agricultural land? 

   X 

Discussion:  The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey identifies the 
Land Capability class of the parcel as Class 4 (poor), Class 5 (very poor), and Rough Broken Land 
not applicable for Storie Index.  Additionally, no commercial timber-growing activities are being 
conducted on-site, and the project area on the parcel is already developed for residential uses.  This 
project will not result in damage to soil capability or loss of agricultural land. 

Source:  Project Plans; (Web Soil Survey, San Mateo Area, California, 2020). 
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2.f. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forestland (as defined in 
Public Resources Code Section 
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by 
Public Resources Code Section 4526), 
or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government 
Code Section 51104(g))? 

Note to reader:  This question seeks to address the 
economic impact of converting forestland to a non-
timber harvesting use. 

   X 

Discussion:  The property is zoned Resource Management (RM). Both residential and timber 
harvesting uses are allowed in the RM Zoning District subject to an RM permit or Timber Harvesting 
Permit, respectively.  The applicant is seeking an RM permit for residential development as part of 
the subject project and is not proposing to seek a Timber Harvesting Permit. No proposed zoning 
changes are included as part of this project. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 2019). 

 

3. AIR QUALITY.  Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air 
quality management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the 
following determinations.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

3.a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of the applicable air quality plan? 

  X  

Discussion:  The Bay Area 2017 Clean Air Plan (CAP), developed by the Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District (BAAQMD), is the current regulating air quality plan for San Mateo County.  
The CAP was created to improve Bay Area air quality and to protect public health and the climate. 

The project will not conflict with or obstruct the implementation of the BAAQUMD’s 2017 CAP.  
During project implementation, air emissions would be generated from site grading, equipment, 
and work vehicles; however, any such grading-related emissions would be temporary and 
localized.  Once constructed, use of the development as a single-family residence would have 
minimal impacts to the air quality standards set forth for the region by the BAAQMD. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Scope as Described in Project Plans; (Final 2017 Clean Air Plan, 
2017). 

3.b. Result in a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of any criteria pollutant 
for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable Federal 
or State ambient air quality standard?  

 X   
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Discussion:  The San Francisco Bay Area is in non-attainment for ozone and particulate matter 
(PM), including PM 10 (state status) and PM 2.5 (state status), including the 24-hour PM 2.5 
national standard.  Therefore, any increase in these criteria pollutants is significant. 
Implementation of the project will generate temporary increases in these criteria pollutants due to 
construction vehicle emissions and dust generated from earthwork activities. Mitigation Measure 3 
below will minimize increases in non-attainment criteria pollutants generated from project 
construction to a less than significant level.  Furthermore, the California Air Resources Board 
(CARB) provides regulation over vehicles of residents in the State of California, including the 
operation of any vehicles that would be associated with the proposed single-family residence, to 
ensure vehicle operating emissions are minimized in the effort towards reaching attainment for 
ozone, among other goals.  The current project is not expected to generate a significant change in 
emissions as it is replacing an existing single-family dwelling with another single-family dwelling. 

Mitigation Measure 3:  The applicant shall require construction contractors to implement all 
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s Basic Construction Mitigation Measures listed 
below: 

a. All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and 
unpaved access roads) shall be watered two times per day. 

b. All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off-site shall be covered. 

c. All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent paved roads shall be removed using wet 
power vacuum street sweepers at least once per day.  The use of dry power sweeping is 
prohibited. 

d. All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 miles per hour. 

e. All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as soon as 
possible.  Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or 
soil binders are used. 

f. All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with 
manufacturers’ specifications.  All equipment shall be checked by a certified visible 
emissions evaluator. 

g. Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment or vehicles off when not in 
use or reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California 
Airborne Toxics Control Measure Title 13, Section 2485, of the California Code of 
Regulations [CCR]).  Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at all 
access points. 

h. Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to contact at the 
project site regarding dust complaints.  This person shall respond and take corrective 
action within 48 hours.  The Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s phone number 
shall also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable regulations. 

Source:  Project Plans; (Final 2017 Clean Air Plan, 2017); (California Code of Regulations, Title 
13, Section 2485 (Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial Motor 
Vehicle Idling), 2014). 

3.c. Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations, as 
defined by the Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District? 

 X   
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Discussion:  Any pollutant emissions generated from the project will primarily be temporary in 
nature.  The project site is in a rural area with few sensitive receptors (i.e., single-family 
residences) located within the nearby project vicinity.  Additionally, the surrounding tree canopy 
and vegetation will help to insulate the project area from nearby sensitive receptors.  Furthermore, 
Mitigation Measure 3 (see 3.b above) will minimize any potential significant exposure to nearby 
sensitive receptors to a less than significant level.  Furthermore, Mitigation Measure 4 will 
minimize any potentially significant exposure to nearby sensitive receptors to a less than 
significant level. 

Mitigation Measure 4:  The applicant shall implement the following dust control measures 
during grading and construction activities: 

a. Water all active construction and grading areas at least twice daily. 

b. Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials or require all trucks to 
maintain at least two feet of freeboard. 

c. Apply water two times daily or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved access 
roads, parking areas and staging areas at the project site. 

d. Sweep street daily (with water sweepers) if visible soil material is carried onto adjacent 
public streets/roads. 

e. Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply (non-toxic) soil binders to exposed stockpiles 
(dirt, sand, etc.) 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location. 

3.d. Result in other emissions (such as 
those leading to odors) adversely 
affecting a substantial number of 
people? 

   X 

Discussion:  This work is expected to generate a temporary increase in dust, motor vehicle and 
diesel particulate matter in the area.  With Mitigation Measures 3 and 4, this temporary increase is 
not expected to violate existing standards of on-site air quality given required vehicle emission 
standards required by the State of California for vehicle operations.  This work is no expected to 
lead to the creation of odors that would affect a substantial number of people.  Once operational, 
the proposed project will not result in emissions that would adversely affect a substantial number 
of people. 

Source:  Project Plans; (Final 2017 Clean Air Plan, 2017); (California Air Resources Board, 
2019). 
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

4.a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, 
on any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in 
local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Depart-
ment of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service or National Marine 
Fisheries Service? 

 X   

Discussion:  The proposed project is in roughly the same location as the existing single-family 
residence is located.  This area has experienced prior disturbances.  However, according to review 
of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), the San Francisco Garter Snake (SFGS) has 
been observed in close proximity to the parcel.  The San Francisco Garter Snake was listed as a 
federally endangered species under the United States Endangered Species Act in 1967, and a state 
endangered species under the California Endangered Species Act in 1971.  While the SFGS has not 
been observed on the subject property, due to the subject parcel’s proximity to a location where the 
snake has been observed, the following measure shall be required to mitigate any potential impact 
of the project on the San Francisco Garter Snake. 

Mitigation Measure 5:  The applicant/owner shall submit a pre-construction survey of the 
parcel for San Francisco Garter Snake (SFGS) prepared by a qualified biologist conducted no 
more than 30 days prior to construction.  This survey shall be reviewed by Planning and 
Building prior to the commencement of work on the parcel.  If suitable SFGS habitat is 
observed, the qualified biologist shall recommend appropriate mitigation measures to be 
followed throughout work on the project.  If the species is found on the parcel at any point during 
construction, work shall cease immediately and the applicant/owner shall contact United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and San Mateo County 
Planning and Building Department within 24 hours to develop appropriate conservation 
measures to avoid and minimize impact.  Work shall not continue until appropriate conservation 
measures are in place to the satisfaction of United States Fish and Wildlife Service and 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

Source:  Project Location; (California Natural Diversity Database, 2021); (Center for Biological 
Diversity, n.d.). 

4.b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, and regulations or by the 
California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
or National Marine Fisheries Service? 

 X   

Discussion:  There are no riparian habitats or other sensitive natural communities located on the 
project site.  However, as discussed in 4.a, according to review of the California Natural Diversity 
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Database (CNDDB), the San Francisco Garter Snake (SFGS) has been observed in close proximity 
to the parcel. Mitigation Measure 5 has been introduced to mitigate for any risk to the San Francisco 
Garter Snake. 

Source:  Project Plans; (California Natural Diversity Database, 2021); (Wetlands Mapper, 2021). 

4.c. Have a substantial adverse effect on 
state or federally protected wetlands 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, 
or other means? 

   X 

Discussion:  Based upon National Wetlands Inventory Mapping data, there are no state or federally 
protected wetlands (march, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) on the parcel.  The nearest body of water 
identified by the National Wetlands Inventory is a freshwater pond (classified as PUBHh) located 
approximately 575 feet northeast of the subject parcel.  The pond is classified as a nontidal wetland 
that is permanently flooded as a result of a man-made barrier or dam that obstructs the inflow or 
outflow of water. 

Source:  Project Plans; (Wetlands Mapper, 2021). 

4.d. Interfere substantially with the movement 
of any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native 
resident migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

 X   

Discussion:  According to review of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), there are 
no special-status plant or animal species identified on the project site and there are no streams on 
the property that could contain aquatic species.  However, as discussed in 4.a, according to review 
of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), the SFGS has been observed in close 
proximity to the parcel. Mitigation Measure 5 has been introduced to mitigate for any risk to the San 
Francisco Garter Snake. 

Source:  Project Plans; (California Natural Diversity Database, 2021); (Wetlands Mapper, 2021). 

4.e. Conflict with any local policies or ordi-
nances protecting biological resources, 
such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance (including the County Heritage 
and Significant Tree Ordinances)? 

 X   

Discussion:  The trees proposed for removal are the minimum necessary to accommodate the 
proposed development as these trees are within the footprint of the proposed development 
(including building, driveway and utilities).  The Development Review Criteria of the Resource 
Management (RM) District Regulations prohibits the removal of trees with a trunk circumference of 
more than 55 inches measured 4.5 feet above the average surface of the ground (or more than 17.5 
inches in diameter-at-breast height (DBH)), except as may be required for development permitted 
under the Zoning Regulations, among other reasons.  The RM District allows single-family 
residences subject to the issuance of an RM permit.  A significant tree is defined within the San 
Mateo County Zoning Ordinance as a tree greater than 38 inches in circumference (12” DBH) at 4.5 
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feet above the average base of the tree.  As defined, seventeen significant trees are proposed for 
removal.  These trees are seven Coast Live oaks (16”, 20”, 30”, 30”, 30”, 30”, and 33” DBH), one 
California bay (16” DBH), two Monterey pines (20”, and 20” DBH), one American elm (14” DBH), two 
Coast redwoods (14” and 28” DBH), one White pine (28” BDH), two Purple leaf plums (14” DBH and 
12” DBH), and one Blue spruce (14” DBH).  Additionally, one blue spruce not of significant size (10” 
DBH) is proposed for removal.  Ten of these trees are of a size falling under regulation by the RM 
District Development Review Criteria (17.5” DBH or greater).  As previously mentioned, removal of 
these trees is necessary to accommodate the proposed single-family residential development. 
Mitigation Measures 6 and 7 have been added to mitigate tree loss and any damage to significant or 
heritage trees within the construction zone. 

Mitigation Measure 6:  All regulated trees proposed for removal shall be replaced at a 1:1 ratio, 
minimum 15-gallon size stock, and of native and/or drought-tolerant species.  All proposed 
replacement trees shall be shown on a Tree Replanting Plan or Landscape Plan and shall 
include species, size, and location.  Any regulated oak tree species removed shall be replaced 
with the same species.  The Plan shall be submitted to the County Planning and Building 
Department for review and approval as part of the building permit plan sets.  Approved plantings 
shall be implemented and verified by Planning staff prior to final building inspection. 

Mitigation Measure 7:  The applicant shall submit a detailed Tree Protection Plan incorporating 
measures from a certified arborist as part of the building permit plan sets. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 2019); (San Mateo County 
Significant Tree Ordinance, 2016); (San Mateo County Heritage Tree Ordinance, 2016). 

4.f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Conservation Community Plan, other 
approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

   X 

Discussion:  There are no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans, National Conservation Community 
Plans or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plans for the project site. 

Source:  Project Location; (California Natural Community Conservation Plans, 2019). 

4.g. Be located inside or within 200 feet of a 
marine or wildlife reserve? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project site is not located inside of within 200 feet of a marine or wildlife reserve.  
The nearest Wildlife Refuge is the Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge, which 
is approximately 9.5 miles away as the crow flies. 

Source:  Project Location; (Wildlife Refuge Mapper). 

4.h. Result in loss of oak woodlands or other 
non-timber woodlands? 

  X  

Discussion:  State Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 17 (Chapter 100, Relative to Oak 
Woodlands) requires state agencies to preserve and protect native oak woodlands to the maximum 
extent feasible or provide replacement plantings when oak woodlands are removed.  For the 
purposes of the measure, "oak woodlands" means a five-acre circular area containing five or more 
oak trees per acre.  The project parcel is smaller than the defined five-acre circular area under the 
State Senate Resolution.  Nonetheless, the project does propose to remove non-timber woodlands 
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consisting of a total of one significant Oak tree and one Bay tree.  Replacement plantings are 
required for the regulated trees proposed for removal.  See staff's discussion in Section 4.e above 

Source:  Project Scope as Described on Project Plans; (Senate of the State of California, 1989). 

 

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

5.a. Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a historical resource 
pursuant to Section 15064.5? 

 X   

Discussion:  The project was referred to the California Historical Resources Information System 
Northwest Information Center of Sonoma State University (CHRIS) to determine the site’s potential 
for cultural resources or historic resources.  In a response letter dated September 9, 2021, the 
CHRIS noted that no cultural resources studies have been conducted within the project area and 
that no previously identified cultural resources have been located within 0.25 miles of the project 
area.  Due to the location of the proposed project, CHRIS determined that there is a low potential for 
unrecorded Native American resources to be present at the proposed area.  While no further 
archeological resources study was recommended, CHRIS stated that “if archaeological resources 
are encountered during the project, work in the immediate vicinity of the finds should be halted until 
a qualified archeologist has evaluated the situation.”  Therefore, although the potential to discover 
cultural, paleontological or archaeological resources during construction is low, the following 
mitigation measures are proposed. 

Mitigation Measure 8:  In the event that cultural, paleontological, or archaeological resources 
are encountered during site grading or other site work, such work shall immediately be halted in 
the area of discovery and the project sponsor shall immediately notify the Community 
Development Director and the Tamien Nation of the discovery.  The applicant shall be required 
to retain the services of a qualified archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualification Standards for the purpose of recording, protecting, or curating the 
discovery as appropriate and a Tamien Nation Tribal Monitor.  The cost of the qualified 
archaeologist, Tribal Monitor and of any recording, protecting, or curating shall be borne solely 
by the project sponsor.  The archaeologist shall be required to submit to the Community 
Development Director for review and approval a report of the findings and methods of curation 
or protection of the resources in consultation with the Tamien Nation.  In addition, an 
archaeological report meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards detailing the findings of 
the monitoring shall be submitted to the Northwest Information Center and the Tamien Nation 
after monitoring has ceased.  No further grading or site work within the area of discovery shall 
be allowed until the preceding has occurred. 

Mitigation Measure 9:  If a newly discovered resource is, or is suspected to be, Native 
American in origin, the resource shall be treated as a significant Tribal Cultural Resource, 
pursuant to Public Resources Code 21074, until the County has determined otherwise with the 
consultation of a qualified archaeologist and local tribal representative. 

Source:  Project Location; (California Historical Resources Information System Northwest 
Information Center, 2021). 
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5.b. Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to CEQA Section 
15064.5? 

 X   

Discussion:  See Section 5.a above. 

Source:  Project Location; (California Historical Resources Information System Northwest 
Information Center, 2021). 

5.c. Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

 X   

Discussion:  The project includes 1,400 c.y. of grading consisting of 800 c.y. of cut and 600 c.y. of 
fill with 200 c.y.’s to be exported.  Though there are no known human remains located within the 
project area or surrounding vicinity, the grading operations involved in this project has the potential 
to unearth unknown human remains.  The following mitigation measure has been included in the 
event human remains are encountered. 

Mitigation Measure 10:  In the event of discovery or recognition of any human remains during 
project construction, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby 
area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains and State of California Health and 
Safety Code Section 7050.5 shall be followed.  The applicant shall then immediately notify the 
County Coroner’s Office, the County Planning and Building Department, and possibly the State 
Native American Heritage Commission to seek recommendations from a Most Likely 
Descendant (Tribal Contact) before any further action at the location of the find can proceed.  All 
contractors and sub-contractors shall be made aware of these requirements and shall adhere to 
all applicable laws including State Cultural Preservation laws.  Disposition of Native American 
remains shall comply with California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.5(e). 

Source:  Project Location; (California Historical Resources Information System Northwest 
Information Center, 2021). 

 

6. ENERGY.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

6.a. Result in potentially significant 
environmental impact due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption 
of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

  X  

Discussion:  Energy conservation standards for new residential and nonresidential buildings were 
adopted by the California Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission (now the 
California Energy Commission) in June 1977 and are updated every 3 years (Title 24, Part 6, of the 
California Code of Regulations).  Title 24 requires the design of building shells and building 
components to conserve energy.  The standards are updated periodically to allow for consideration 
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and possible incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and methods. On May 9, 2018, the 
CEC adopted the 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards, which went into effect on January 1, 
2020.  Under the 2019 Standards, residential buildings are 28 percent more energy efficient and 
nonresidential buildings are 5 percent more energy efficient than under the previous 2013 
Standards.  The proposed project would comply with the 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards 
which would be verified by the San Mateo County Building Department prior to the issuance of the 
building permit.  The project would also be required to adhere to the provisions of CAL Green, which 
establishes planning and design standards for sustainable site development, energy, water 
conservation, material conservation, and internal air contaminants. 

Construction 

The construction of the project would require the consumption of nonrenewable energy resources, 
primarily in the form of fossil fuels (e.g., fuel oil, natural gas, and gasoline) for automobiles 
(transportation) and construction equipment.  Transportation energy use during construction would 
come from the transport and use of construction equipment, delivery vehicles and haul trucks, and 
construction employee vehicles that would use diesel fuel and/or gasoline.  The use of energy 
resources by these vehicles would fluctuate according to the phase of construction and would be 
temporary and would not require expanded energy supplies or the construction of new infrastructure.  
Most construction equipment during demolition and grading would be gas-powered or diesel-
powered, and the later construction phases would require electricity-powered equipment.  

Operation 

During operations, energy consumption would be associated with resident and visitor vehicle trips 
and delivery and supply trucks.  The project is a residential development project near La Honda 
Road served by existing road infrastructure.  Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) provides electricity to 
the project area.  Currently, the existing site contains an existing single-family dwelling.  However, it 
is smaller than the proposed dwelling.  Therefore, project implementation would result in a 
permanent increase in electricity over existing conditions.  However, such an increase to serve a 
single-family residence would represent an insignificant percent increase compared to overall 
demand in PG&E’s service area.  The nominal increased demand is expected to be adequately 
served by the existing PG&E electrical facilities and the projected electrical demand would not 
significantly impact PG&E’s level of service.  As such, the proposed project would not result in 
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location; (California Green Building Code Ordinance No. 4824, 
2020). 

6.b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local 
plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency.  

  X  

Discussion:  The scope of the project (i.e., a new residence, driveway, and associated accessory 
structures) is not expected to conflict with or obstruct any state or local plan for renewable energy or 
energy efficiency and the development is not expected to cause inefficient, wasteful, and/or 
unnecessary energy consumption.  Furthermore, the project would be required to comply with all 
State and local building energy efficiency standards, appliance efficiency regulations, and green 
building standards. 

Source:  Project Plans; (California Green Building Code Ordinance No. 4824, 2020). 
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7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

7.a. Directly or indirectly cause potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the 
risk of loss, injury, or death involving the 
following, or create a situation that 
results in: 

    

 i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, 
as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zoning Map issued by the State 
Geologist for the area or based on 
other substantial evidence of a 
known fault? 

 Note:  Refer to Division of Mines and Geology 
Special Publication 42 and the County 
Geotechnical Hazards Synthesis Map. 

   X 

Discussion:  Based upon an Engineering Geologic & Geotechnical Investigation prepared by 
Murray Engineers, Inc. there are no active or potentially active faults that cross the subject property. 
Therefore, the potential for fault rupture at the site is low. 

Source: Project Location, (Murray Engineers, Inc., 2017) 

 ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?  X   

Discussion:  The San Andreas fault is located approximately 2.4 miles northeast of the site.  The 
Hayward and Calaveras faults are located approximately 21 and 26 miles northeast of the site, 
respectively.  The potentially active Monte Vista-Shannon fault is located approximately 1.9 miles 
northeast of the site.  The Woodhaven fault is located approximately 900 feet north of the site; 
however, the Woodhaven fault is not considered an active fault. Moderate to large earthquakes are 
probable along several active faults in the greater Bay Area.  Therefore, strong ground shaking 
should be expected several times during the design life of the proposed project.  All development is 
subject to the issuance of a building permit and all work shall be completed in accordance with the 
California Building Code and subject to recommendations made by the applicant’s geotechnical 
engineer to ensure the health and safety of occupants. 

Mitigation Measure 11:  To ensure the safety of all persons residing at or visiting the proposed 
residence, the recommendations described in Murray Engineers, Inc.’s “Engineering Geologic & 
Geotechnical Investigation” dated October 2017 shall be implemented in the design and 
construction of the residence.  The Planning and Building Department shall confirm that these 
recommendations are implemented on both submitted plans and during construction of the 
residence and associated improvements.  Prior to issuance of the building permit for 
construction of the residence and associated improvements, the applicant shall submit a letter 
from Murray Engineers, Inc. or a qualified engineer that confirms the recommendations detailed 
in Murry Engineering’s Engineering Geologic and Geotechnical Investigation have been 
implemented.  If a recommendation was not implemented, a written explanation shall be 
provided for why the recommendation was not implemented and why the alternative provides 
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equivalent or more effective protection of the health and safety of residents and visitors to the 
parcel than the recommendations.  This written explanation and project plans shall be submitted 
for review and approval by the County’s Geotechnical Engineer as part of the building permit 
review process. 

Source:  Project Location; (Murray Engineers, Inc., 2017). 

 iii. Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction and differential 
settling? 

 X   

Discussion:  Based upon the ABAG Hazards Viewer liquefaction map, the liquification risk on the 
parcel is very low, and an investigation by Murray Engineers also concludes that the risk of 
liquification is very low.  Murray Engineer’s report also concluded that while differential compaction 
may occur on the site, it would not constitute a significant hazard to the proposed residence and 
associated improvements as long as recommendations from the report where implemented.  
Therefore, the potential for seismic-related ground failure including liquefication and differential 
settling. See 7.a.ii (above) for appropriate mitigation measure. 

Source:  (Resilience Program Hazard Viewer Geographic Information System Hazard Viewer 
Liquefaction Susceptibility Layer, 2021); (Murray Engineers, Inc., 2017). 

 iv. Landslides?  X   

Discussion:  The ABAG Hazards GIS map indicates the landslide hazard area present on the 
parcel is “Most Landslides”, and an investigation by Murray Engineers also concludes the property 
has experienced landslides in the past.  However, Murray Engineers did not observe evidence of 
active landsliding in the area of the proposed residence and associated improvements.  Their report 
concluded that as long as the residence and associated improvements are designed and 
constructed in accordance with the recommendations detailed in the report that a shallow landslide 
would not be a danger to the structural integrity of the project.  The project is required to comply with 
the current California Building Code (CBC) and at the time of building permit is required to submit an 
updated geotechnical report in compliance with CBC 2019 and follow all design recommendations 
outlined in the geotechnical report to mitigate any potential seismic related landslide. See 7.a.ii 
(above) for appropriate mitigation measure. 

Source:  (Resilience Program Hazard Viewer Geographic Information System Hazard Viewer 
Landslide Hazard (Rainfall Induced) Layer, 1997); (Murray Engineers, Inc., 2017). 

 v. Coastal cliff/bluff instability or 
erosion? 

 Note to reader:  This question is looking at 
instability under current conditions.  Future, 
potential instability is looked at in Section 7 
(Climate Change). 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is not located on a coastal cliff of bluff. 

Source:  Parcel Location, Project Plans. 

7.b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the 
loss of topsoil? 

 X   
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Discussion:  The project will require removal of organic-laden topsoil, grading (800 c.y. of cut and 
600 c.y. of fill), and excavation in preparation for construction of the dwelling and associated 
improvements.  Given the topography of the project site, there is a potential for erosion to occur if 
proper erosion control measures are not implemented.  The applicant has developed an erosion 
control plan that includes fiber rolls and a stabilized construction entrance to reduce soil erosion.  
Furthermore, staff is recommending the following mitigation measures to further minimize erosion 
and runoff from the project area and to ensure that grading and erosion control measures are 
implemented appropriately. 

Mitigation Measure 12:  The applicant shall submit an erosion control plan in compliance with 
the County's General Erosion and Sediment Control Plan Guidelines Checklist for review and 
approval as part of the building permit plans submittal. 

Mitigation Measure 13:  No grading shall be allowed during the wet weather season (October 1 
through April 30) to avoid increased potential soil erosion, unless the applicant applies for an 
Exception to the Winter Grading Moratorium and the Community Development Director grants 
the exception.  Exceptions will only be granted if dry weather is forecasted during scheduled 
grading operations, and the erosion control plan includes adequate winterization measures 
(amongst other determining factors). 

Mitigation Measure 14:  An Erosion Control and Tree Protection Pre-Site Inspection shall be 
conducted prior to the issuance of a grading permit "hard card" and building permit to ensure the 
approved erosion control and tree protection measures are installed adequately prior to the start 
of ground disturbing activities. 

Source:  Project Plans; (Building Regulations of the County of San Mateo: Chapter 5 Regulations 
for Excavating, Grading, Filling and Clearing on Lands in Unincorporated San Mateo County, 2020); 
(San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program, 2020). 

7.c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
severe erosion, liquefaction or collapse? 

 X   

Discussion:  As discussed in section 7.a and 7.b, potential geological hazards exist on the parcel.  
However, with proper implementation of the measures recommended by the applicant’s geologist, 
and required by Mitigation Measure 11, the proposed project will not significantly increase the 
hazards to residents, visitors, or surrounding parcels. 

Source:  Project Plans; (Murray Engineers, Inc., 2017). 

7.d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined 
in Table 18-1-B of Uniform Building 
Code, creating substantial direct or 
indirect risks to life or property? 

 X   

Discussion:  According to a 2017 report prepared by Murray Engineers for the project, the clayey 
colluvial soil on the parcel is moderately to highly expansive.  However, the report states that the 
proposed project is feasible from a geotechnical perspective.  In response to these conditions 
Murray Engineers recommends several construction methods to mitigate for the risks posed by the 
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soils. Mitigation Measure 11 ensures that these mitigation measures will be incorporated into the 
final design and construction of the new dwelling. 

Source: Project Location, (Murray Engineers, Inc., 2017). 

7.e. Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the 
disposal of wastewater? 

  X  

Discussion:  The project has been preliminarily reviewed by the County of San Mateo 
Environmental Health Services and has received conditional approval for the location of a septic 
system capable to serve the proposed residential development. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Environmental Health Services, 2020). 

 

7.f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature? 

   X 

Discussion:  There are no mapped unique paleontological resource or geological features on the 
project parcel.  The project location consists of Tmos (Sedimentary rocks (Miocene, Oligocene 
and/or Eocene)) which is commonly found throughout San Mateo County. 

Source:  Project Location; (Geologic Map of the San Francisco Bay Region, 2006). 

 

8. CLIMATE CHANGE.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

8.a. Generate greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions (including methane), either 
directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 

 X X  

Discussion:  The project includes the removal of 17 trees.  In context to the surrounding forested 
area, the removal of trees will not release significant amounts of GHG emissions or significantly 
reduce GHG sequestering in the area.  Furthermore, new trees will be planted to replace the 
regulated trees proposed for removal. 

Grading and construction activities associated with the project will result in the temporary generation 
of GHG emissions primarily from construction-related vehicles and equipment.  Any such potential 
increase in GHG emission levels will be minimal and temporary. 

The project replaces an existing single-family residence on the parcel and is located in 
approximately the same location as the existing residence.  The vehicle miles traveled associated 
with the dwelling will not increase as it will be in approximately the same location as the existing 
dwelling.  While the proposed residence is larger than the existing residence, any increase in GHG 
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emissions associated with the larger residence are not expected to be significant.  As described in 
6.a, the new dwelling will be required to comply with the relevant version of Title 24, Part 6 of the 
California Code of Regulations.  Title 24 requires the design of building shells and building 
components to conserve energy.  The standards are updated periodically to allow for consideration 
and possible incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and methods.  Under the 2019 
Standards, residential buildings are 28 percent more energy efficient and nonresidential buildings 
are 5 percent more energy efficient than under the previous 2013 Standards.  The proposed project 
would comply with the 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards (or the standards in effect at the 
time of construction) which would be verified by the San Mateo County Building Inspection Section 
prior to the issuance of the building permit. 

The California 2020 Total System Electric Generation (energy grid mix) Report generated by the 
California Energy Commission states that 33percent of energy generated in California was from 
renewable sources (biomass, geothermal, small hydroelectric, solar, and wind).  The total energy 
generated by non-CO2 emitting sources (includes renewables, nuclear, and large hydroelectric) was 
51 percent of the total electricity generated in California in 2020.  Therefore, as an average of all 
electricity used in California, 49 percent of the energy used by the residence will be sourced from 
CO2 emitting sources.  The new dwelling will be required to conform to Title 24 which requires a 
certain standard of energy efficiency.  As such, GHG associated with energy production or direct 
GHG uses on the parcel will also be less due to required efficiencies. 

The County has identified Energy Efficient Climate Action Plan (EECAP) goals which can be 
implemented in new development projects.  Per Mitigation Measure 3, the project is required to 
incorporate applicable measures from the County’s EECAP Development Checklist and BAAQMD 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) that, once implemented, will reduce the project’s generation of 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

Source:  (General Plan, Chapter 17, Energy and Climate Change Element, 2013);  (California 
Green Building Code Ordinance No. 4824, 2020); (2020 Total System Electric Generation, 2021). 

8.b. Conflict with an applicable plan 
(including a local climate action plan), 
policy or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases?  

   X 

Discussion:  The project does not conflict with the San Mateo County Energy Efficiency Climate 
Action Plan provided that the measures outlined in Mitigation Measure 4 are implemented. 

Source:  (General Plan, Chapter 17, Energy and Climate Change Element, 2013) 

8.c. Result in the loss of forestland or 
conversion of forestland to non-forest 
use, such that it would release signifi-
cant amounts of GHG emissions, or 
significantly reduce GHG sequestering? 

  X  

Discussion:  As defined in Public Resources Code, forest land is land that can support 10 percent 
native tree cover of any species, including hardwoods, under natural conditions, and that allows for 
management of one or more forest resources, including timber, aesthetics, fish and wildlife, 
biodiversity, water quality, recreation, and other public benefits.  As seen in aerial photos, more than 
10 percent of the property is forested; however, the property is currently developed with residential 
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uses, and the replacement of the residential uses will have little impact to the forested areas of the 
lot. 

While a total of 18 trees are proposed for removal, the tree loss is insignificant when compared to 
the dense tree coverage of the parcel and surrounding vicinity.  Thus, the proposed tree removals 
will not release significant amounts of GHG emissions or significantly reduce GHG sequestering in 
the area.  Furthermore, new trees will be planted to replace the regulated trees proposed for 
removal. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location; (San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 2019); (Public 
Resources Code: Division 4 - Forests, Forestry, and Range and Forage Lands, Part 2.5, Chapter 1, 
Section 4793.e, 2001). 

8.d. Expose new or existing structures and/or 
infrastructure (e.g., leach fields) to 
accelerated coastal cliff/bluff erosion due 
to rising sea levels? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is not located on or adjacent to a coastal cliff or bluff. 

Source:  Project Location; (Geographic Information System: Planning and Building Map Viewer, 
2021). 

8.e. Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving sea level rise? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is not located on or adjacent to the San Francisco Bay or Pacific Ocean. 

Source:  Project Location; (Geographic Information System: Planning and Building Map Viewer, 
2021). 

8.f. Place structures within an anticipated 
100-year flood hazard area as mapped 
on a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood 
hazard delineation map? 

   X 

Discussion:  The subject parcel is located in Flood Zone X (Area of minimal flood hazard, usually 
depicted on FIRMs as above the 500-year flood level), per FEMA Panel No. 06081C0385E effective 
October 12, 2012. 

Source:  FEMA panel number 06081C0385E effective October 12, 2012. 

8.g. Place within an anticipated 100-year 
flood hazard area structures that would 
impede or redirect flood flows? 

   X 

Discussion:   subject parcel is located in Flood Zone X (Area of minimal flood hazard, usually 
depicted on FIRMs as above the 500-year flood level), per FEMA Panel No. 06081C0385E effective 
October 12, 2012. 

Source:  FEMA panel number 06081C0385E effective October 12, 2012. 
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9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

9.a. Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials (e.g., pesticides, herbicides, 
other toxic substances, or radioactive 
material)? 

   X 

Discussion:  Neither the construction nor associated grading would result in a significant impact 
involving the transport, use, or disposal of hazardous material or toxic substances. 

Source:  Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans. 

9.b. Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident condi-
tions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

   X 

Discussion:  No significant use of hazardous materials is proposed.  The project involves earthwork 
and construction of residential uses. 

Source:  Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans. 

9.c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

   X 

Discussion:  No use involving significant emission of or handling of hazardous materials or waste is 
proposed.  The project involves earthwork and construction of residential uses. 

Source:  Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans. 

9.d. Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would 
it create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project site is not a listed hazardous materials site. 

Source:  (The Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites (Cortese) List, 2020). 



 

24 

9.e. For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within 2 miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, result 
in a safety hazard or excessive noise for 
people residing or working in the project 
area? 

   X 

Discussion:  The site is not located within an area regulated by an airport land use plan and is not 
located within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport.  The nearest airport is the Palo Alto 
airport, which is over 10.5 miles away (as the crow files) from the subject parcel. 

Source:  Project Location; (Geographic Information System: Planning and Building Map Viewer, 
2021). 

9.f. Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project involves the construction of residential structures and would not 
permanently or significantly impede access on existing public roads.  The plan has been reviewed 
and conditionally approved by San Mateo County Fire Department for emergency vehicle access. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans; Project Location; (San Mateo 
County Fire Department, 2020). 

9.g. Expose people or structures, either 
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving wildland 
fires? 

  X  

Discussion:  The project is located within a State Responsibility Area and classified as being within 
a Moderate Fire Hazard Severity Zone, the lowest of the three classifications (very high, high, and 
moderate).  The California Office of the State Fire Marshall states that these areas are determined 
“using a science-based and field-tested model that assigns a hazard score based on the factors that 
influence fire likelihood and fire behavior.  Many factors are considered such as fire history, existing 
and potential fuel (natural vegetation), predicted flame length, blowing embers, terrain, and typical 
fire weather for the area.”  The project was reviewed by the San Mateo County Fire Department and 
received conditional approval subject to compliance with Chapter 7A of the California Building Code 
for ignition resistant construction and materials and acceptable slope and material for the driveway, 
among other fire prevention requirements.  No further mitigation, beyond compliance with the 
standards of the San Mateo County Fire Department, is necessary. 

Source:  (San Mateo County Fire Hazard Severity Zoning, 2007); (State of California Office of the 
State Fire Marshall, 2021). 

9.h. Place housing within an existing 
100-year flood hazard area as mapped 
on a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood 
hazard delineation map? 

   X 
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Discussion:  The subject parcel is located in Flood Zone X (Area of minimal flood hazard, usually 
depicted on FIRMs as above the 500-year flood level), per FEMA Panel No. 06081C0385E effective 
October 12, 2012. 

Source:  FEMA panel number 06081C0385E effective October 12, 2012. 

9.i. Place within an existing 100-year flood 
hazard area structures that would 
impede or redirect flood flows? 

   X 

Discussion:  The subject parcel is located in Flood Zone X (Area of minimal flood hazard, usually 
depicted on FIRMs as above the 500-year flood level), per FEMA Panel No. 06081C0385E effective 
October 12, 2012. 

Source:  FEMA panel number 06081C0385E effective October 12, 2012. 

9.j. Expose people or structures to a signifi-
cant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
flooding, including flooding as a result of 
the failure of a levee or dam? 

   X 

Discussion:  The closest dam or levee to the subject parcel is the Searsville Dam, located 
approximately over 3 miles away as the crow flies.  The subject parcel’s location is not identified on 
San Mateo County’s Dam Failure Inundation Areas map as an inundation area.  Therefore, there is 
no reason to believe there would be risk to people or structures as a result of the failure of a levee or 
dam. 

Source:  Project Location; (Dam Failure Inundation Areas - San Mateo County, 2005); (Geographic 
Information System: Planning and Building Map Viewer, 2021). 

9.k. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? 

   X 

Discussion:  Risk of inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow is considered nil, as the project site 
is over 7.5 miles from the nearest area mapped by Ritter & Dupre (1972) as being at risk of seiche, 
tsunami, or mudflow. 

Source:  Project Location; (Ritter & Dupre, 1972). 

 

10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

10.a. Violate any water quality standards 
or waste discharge requirements or 
otherwise substantially degrade surface 
or ground water quality (consider water 
quality parameters such as temperature, 
dissolved oxygen, turbidity and other 
typical stormwater pollutants (e.g., heavy 

 X   
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metals, pathogens, petroleum derivatives, 
synthetic organics, sediment, nutrients, 
oxygen-demanding substances, and 
trash))? 

Discussion:  The project has the potential to generate polluted stormwater runoff during site 
grading and construction-related activities.  However, these impacts would be reduced to a less than 
significant level with the implementation of Mitigation Measures 12-14. 

The permanent project will be required to comply with the County’s Drainage Policy requiring post-
construction stormwater flows to be at, or below, pre-construction flow rates. Additionally, the project 
must include Low Impact Development (LID) site design measures in compliance with Provision 
C.3.i of the County’s Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit.  The project will include 12,592 sq. ft. of 
impervious surface and remove 5,266 sq. ft. of impervious surface (7,327 sq. ft. of net additional 
impervious surface).  These guiding standards will ensure that post-construction water runoff does 
not violate any water quality standard as the project proposes to direct roof, driveway, and patio 
runoff to vegetated areas.  Furthermore, the proposed septic system has been preliminarily reviewed 
and conditionally approved by the County Environmental Health Services. 

Source:  (San Mateo County Environmental Health Services, 2020); (San Mateo County Drainage 
Manual, 2019);  (San Francisco Bay Region Stormwater NPDES Permit, Order No. R2-2015-0049, 
NPDES Permit No. CAS612008, 2015) (San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention 
Program, 2020). 

10.b. Substantially decrease groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that the 
project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is not expected to deplete any groundwater supplies or interfere with 
groundwater recharge.  The project proposes to utilize an existing on-site well for domestic water 
use.  The project was preliminarily reviewed and conditionally approved by the County 
Environmental Health Services.  There is no evidence that use of the well would interfere with 
groundwater supplies of other wells in the area. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Environmental Health Services, 2020). 

10.c. Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river or through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a manner that 
would: 

    

 i. Result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site; 

  X  
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Discussion:  The project does not involve the alteration of the course of a stream or river.  Existing 
drainage patterns will be altered by proposed grading and development of the property.  An erosion 
and sediment control plan for the site has been provided by the applicant and has been preliminarily 
approved and will be further reviewed upon submission of a building permit for the project.  The 
purpose of this plan is to mitigate possible stormwater related erosion and sediment from the project 
site during construction.  Additionally, the project has been preliminarily reviewed and conditionally 
approved by the County’s Drainage Review Section for drainage compliance.  A drainage report 
prepared and stamped by a Registered Civil Engineer will be required upon submission for a 
building permit.  Furthermore, see staff’s discussion in Section 7.b above. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Drainage Manual, 2019);  (San Mateo Countywide 
Water Pollution Prevention Program, 2020). 

 ii. Substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner 
which would result in flooding on- or 
off-site; 

  X  

Discussion:  The project will introduce a significant amount of new impervious surfaces to the site, 
however, required compliance with the County’s Drainage Policy and Provision of C.3.i of the 
County’s Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit will ensure that any increased runoff is captured 
and released on-site through appropriate measures (i.e., detention system).  Furthermore, see 
staff’s discussion in Section 10.a and 10.c above. 

Source:  Project Plan; (San Mateo County Drainage Manual, 2019); (Civil Review - Site Plan Check 
List, 2017); (San Francisco Bay Region Stormwater NPDES Permit, Order No. R2-2015-0049, 
NPDES Permit No. CAS612008, 2015). 

 iii. Create or contribute runoff water 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or 

  X  

Discussion:  Compliance with the County’s Drainage Policy and Provision C.3.i of the San 
Francisco Bay Region Municipal Regional Permit is mandatory and would prevent the creation of 
significant additional sources of polluted runoff. 

Source:  (San Mateo County Drainage Manual, 2019); (San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution 
Prevention Program, 2020); (San Francisco Bay Region Stormwater NPDES Permit, Order No. R2-
2015-0049, NPDES Permit No. CAS612008, 2015). 

 iv. Impede or redirect flood flows?    X 

Discussion:  The subject parcel is located in Flood Zone X (Area of minimal flood hazard, usually 
depicted on FIRMs as above the 500-year flood level), per FEMA Panel No. 06081C0385E effective 
October 12, 2012. The proposed development will not impede or redirect flood flows. 

Source:  Project Location; FEMA panel number 06081C0385E effective October 12, 2012. 
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10.d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche 
zones, risk release of pollutants due to 
project inundation?  

   X 

Discussion:  The project parcel is not located in a flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zone. 

Source:  Project Location; (Ritter & Dupre, 1972). 

10.e. Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of a water quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater management 
plan? 

   X 

Discussion:  The Sustainable Ground Water Management Act requires local regions to create 
groundwater sustainability agencies and to adopt groundwater management plans for identified 
medium and high priority groundwater basins.  San Mateo County has nine identified groundwater 
basins and at this time they are all classified as low-priority, and therefore not subject to the 
Sustainable Ground Water Management Act.  Additionally, the project will be required to conform 
with the County’s drainage policies, such as requiring that post-construction off-sire stormwater 
flows do not exceed pre-construction flows.  Finally, the project will be required to conform with San 
Mateo County’s Municipal Regional Stormwater National Pollution Discharge Elimination System 
Permit, which requires measures such as low impact development to minimize stormwater pollution.  
Source:  Project Location; (Sustainable Groundwater Management Act, 2019) 

10.f. Significantly degrade surface or ground-
water water quality? 

 X   

Discussion:  The project is required to comply with the County’s Drainage Policy and Provision 
C.3.i of the County’s Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit which will prevent significant 
degradation of surface water quality after construction.  Mitigation Measures 12-14 will reduce 
construction-related stormwater impacts to a less than significant level.  The applicant proposes to 
utilize an existing water well on the property, for which the Environmental Health Services has 
reviewed and conditionally approved.  Furthermore, the well will be required to meet quality and 
quantity standards set forth by the Environmental Health Services. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Drainage Manual, 2019); (California Regional Water 
Quality Control Board, 2015); (San Mateo County Environmental Health Services, 2020). 

10.g. Result in increased impervious surfaces 
and associated increased runoff? 

 X   

Discussion:  The project will result in increased impervious surfaces and associated increased 
runoff.  The implementation of Mitigation Measures 12-14 will reduce project-related impacts to a 
less than significant level.  No further mitigation measures are necessary. 

Source:  Project Plans, Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans. 
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11. LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

11.a. Physically divide an established 
community? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project does not involve a land division or development that would result in the 
division of an established community.  The project proposes to replace an existing single-family 
dwelling on a 1.5-acre parcel with a new single-family dwelling and associated accessory structures.  
The parcel is located in a rural area of the County and will be among other single-family 
developments on similarly sized or larger rural parcels. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location. 

11.b. Cause a significant environmental impact 
due to a conflict with any land use plan, 
policy or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project does not conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Zoning Regulations, 2019). 

11.c. Serve to encourage off-site development 
of presently undeveloped areas or 
increase development intensity of 
already developed areas (examples 
include the introduction of new or 
expanded public utilities, new industry, 
commercial facilities or recreation 
activities)? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project proposes improvements to primarily serve the subject property.  The San 
Mateo County Fire Department has required that the project improve the existing road to all weather 
surface from its existing state as a dirt road for fire protection purposes.  This road serves several 
other parcels, but the improvements will only be completed up to the subject parcel.  Additionally, 
the project includes use of an existing private on-site domestic well and new on-site private septic 
system to serve the development.  These improvements are completely within the parcel boundaries 
of the subject property and do not serve to encourage off-site development of undeveloped areas or 
increase the development intensity of surrounding developed areas. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Fire Department Memo: PLN 2017-00369, 2020). 
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12. MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

12.a. Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would be of 
value to the region or the residents of the 
State? 

   X 

Discussion:  There are no known mineral resources identified on the project parcel. 

Source:  Project Location; (General Plan Mineral Resources Map, 1986). 

12.b. Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land 
use plan? 

   X 

Discussion:  There are no identified locally important mineral resource recovery site(s) delineated 
on the County’s General Plan, any specific plan, or any other land use plan. 

Source:  Project Location; (General Plan Mineral Resources Map, 1986). 

 

13. NOISE.  Would the project result in: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

13.a. Generation of a substantial temporary or 
permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the vicinity of the project in 
excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

  X  

Discussion:  During project grading and construction, excessive noise could be generated on a 
temporary basis.  However, such temporary noise is regulated by Section 4.88.360 (Exemptions) of 
the San Mateo County Ordinance Code for Noise Regulations. Once construction is complete, the 
project is not expected to generate significant amounts of noise. 

Source:  Project Plans; (Noise Regulations - San Mateo County Ordinance Code, 2006). 

13.b. Generation of excessive ground-borne 
vibration or ground-borne noise levels? 

  X  
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Discussion:  The project would generate short-term ground-borne vibration from construction and 
grading activities; however, any such increase would be temporary and localized to the project site. 
No mitigation is necessary. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Scope as Described in Project Plans. 

13.c. For a project located within the vicinity of 
a private airstrip or an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport 
or public use airport, exposure to people 
residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is not located within an area regulated by an airport land use plan or within 
2 miles of a public airport.  The nearest airport is the Palo Alto airport, which is over 10.5 miles away 
(as the crow files) from the subject parcel. 

Source:  Project Location; (Geographic Information System: Planning and Building Map Viewer, 
2021). 

 

14. POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

14.a. Induce substantial unplanned population 
growth in an area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing new homes and 
businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

   X 

Discussion:  All improvements associated with the proposed project are completely within the 
subject parcel’s boundaries and are only sufficient to serve the future single-family residence that 
will be replacing an existing single-family residence. 

Source:  Project Plans. 

14.b. Displace substantial numbers of existing 
people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project proposes to replace an existing single-family residence with a new single-
family residence; therefore, the project does not propose to displace existing housing. 

Source:  Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans. 
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15. PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of new or physically altered government facilities, the need for 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response 
times or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

15.a. Fire protection?    X 

15.b. Police protection?    X 

15.c. Schools?    X 

15.d. Parks?    X 

15.e. Other public facilities or utilities (e.g., 
hospitals, or electrical/natural gas supply 
systems)? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is limited to a new single-family residence which will replace the existing 
single-family residence and, therefore, will not involve new or physically altered government facilities 
or increase the need for new or physically altered government facilities.  Additionally, the project will 
not impact service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any of the public 
services in the area. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans. 

 

16. RECREATION.  Would the project:   

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

16.a. Increase the use of existing 
neighborhood or regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project is limited to a new single-family residence which will replace the existing 
single-family residence and, therefore, will not increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional 
parks or other recreational facilities such that significant physical deterioration of the facility will 
occur or be accelerated. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans. 
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16.b. Include recreational facilities or require 
the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might have 
an adverse physical effect on the 
environment? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project does not include any recreational facilities as proposed development is 
limited to a single-family residential use. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans. 

 

17. TRANSPORTATION.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

17.a. Conflict with a program plan, ordinance 
or policy addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, roadway, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and 
parking? 

  X  

Discussion:  The proposed project includes improvements to the existing private driveway off of 
Williams Ranch Road to serve the proposed new single-family residence.  The project has been 
reviewed and conditionally approved by the San Mateo County Fire Department and the County 
Department of Public Works.  The grading work and construction associated with the new 
residences will result in a temporary increase in traffic levels.  As the project is a single-family 
dwelling to replace an existing single-family dwelling, no net increase in traffic generated from the 
parcel is expected.  Therefore, the project is not expected to conflict with any plan, ordinance, or 
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system. 

Source:  Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans, (San Mateo County Fire Department Memo: 
PLN 2017-00369, 2020), (San Mateo County Department of Public Works, 2017). 

17.b. Would the project conflict or be 
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.3, Subdivision (b) Criteria 
for Analyzing Transportation Impacts? 

Note to reader:  Section 15064.3 refers to land use and 
transportation projects, qualitative analysis, and 
methodology.  

  X  

Discussion:  The project is screened from the requirement for a Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 
analysis pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 743 and Section 15064.3 of the CEQA Guidelines as a “small 
project” based on the State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research’s (OPR) 
December 2018 Technical Advisory for Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA to achieve 
compliance with SB 743 as the single-family residence would generate less than 110 daily trips, is 
consistent with the San Mateo County General Plan, and suggests no evidence indicating a 
potentially significant level of VMT would result. 
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Source:  Project Scope as Defined in Project Plans; State of California Governor’s OPR December 
2018 Technical Advisory; San Mateo County Department of Public Works, Board of Supervisors 
Members Memo, dated September 23, 2020 for Change to Vehicle Miles Traveled as Metric to 
Determine Transportation Impacts under CEQA Analysis; Caltrans Transportation Impact Study 
Guide, dated May 20, 2020. 

17.c. Substantially increase hazards due to a 
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

  X  

Discussion:  The project proposes to improve the existing private driveway off of William Ranch 
Road for single-family residential use.  The project has been reviewed and conditionally approved by 
the San Mateo County Department of Public Works on October 24, 2017 for traffic safety of the 
proposed driveway onto Williams Ranch Road. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Department of Public Works, 2017). 

17.d. Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

  X  

Discussion:  The project was reviewed and approved with conditions by the San Mateo County Fire 
Department on September 3, 2020, which included review for emergency access; therefore, the 
project would not result in inadequate emergency access. 

Source:  (San Mateo County Fire Department, 2020). 

 

18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

18.a. Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public Resources 
Code Section 21074 as either a site, 
feature, place or cultural landscape that 
is geographically defined in terms of the 
size and scope of the landscape, sacred 
place, or object with cultural value to a 
California Native American tribe, and 
that is: 

    

 i. Listed or eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in a local register of 
historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 
5020.1(k) 

   X 
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Discussion:  The project site is not listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 
Resources.  Furthermore, the project is not listed in a local register of historical resources, pursuant 
to any local ordinance or resolution as defined in California Public Resources Code Section 
5020.1(k). 

Source:  Project Location; (Register of Historic Places, 2021); (General Plan, Historical and 
Archaeological Resources Background - Appendix B (Preliminary Inventory of Historic Resources), 
1986); (California Public Resources Code, Section 5020.1(k), 1993). 

 ii. A resource determined by the lead 
agency, in its discretion and 
supported by substantial evidence, 
to be significant pursuant to criteria 
set forth in Subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1.  
(In applying the criteria set forth in 
Subdivision (c) of Public Resource 
Code Section 5024.1, the lead 
agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe.) 

  X  

Discussion:  Staff requested a Sacred Lands file search of the project vicinity, which was 
conducted by the California Historical Resources Information System Northwest Information Center 
(CHRIS) and resulted in no found records.  Additionally, the California Historical Resources 
Information System Northwest Information Center (CHRIS) determined that the proposed project 
area has a low possibility of containing unrecorded archeological resources and no further study for 
archaeological resources was recommended.  Staff sent consultation notices to California Native 
American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area as identified by the Native 
American Heritage Commission (NAHC).  On November 22, 2021 the Ms. Quirina Geary, 
Chairwoman of the Tamien Nation, requested consultation on this project.  Project materials were 
sent to the Tamien Nation on November 30, 2021.  The project is not expected to cause a 
substantial adverse change to any identified tribal cultural resources.  However, in following the 
(NAHC’s recommended best practices, the following mitigation measures are recommended to 
minimize any potential significant impact to unknown tribal cultural resources. 
 

Mitigation Measure 15:  In the event that tribal cultural resources are inadvertently discovered 
during project implementation, all work shall stop within 50 feet until a qualified professional and 
Tamien Nation can evaluate the find and recommend appropriate measures to avoid and preserve 
the resource in place, or minimize adverse impacts to the resource, and those measures shall be 
approved by the Current Planning Section prior to implementation and continuing any work 
associated with the project. 

Mitigation Measure 16:  Any inadvertently discovered tribal cultural resources shall be treated with 
culturally appropriate dignity taking into account the Tamien Nation tribal cultural values and 
meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, protecting the cultural character and integrity 
of the resource, protecting the traditional use of the resource, and protecting the confidentiality of the 
resource. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location; (California Historical Resources Information System 
Northwest Information Center Memo Regarding PLN2017-00369/APN 078-120-050 at 12660 
Williams Ranch RD, 2021); (Native American Heritage Commission, 2021), (A.B. 52, 2014). 
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19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.  Would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

19.a. Require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or stormwater 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the con-
struction or relocation of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

   X 

Discussion:  The project involves the upgrade of an existing private well and installation of a new 
septic system to replace the existing septic system, both of which have been reviewed and 
conditionally approved the County’s Environmental Health Services.  No new or expanded water or 
wastewater treatment facilities are necessary to serve the proposed project. In order to comply with 
San Mateo County’s drainage policies, on-site stormwater measures would be installed in 
association with the proposed project.  The project has been conditioned to provide stormwater and 
drainage measures designed by a licensed civil engineer upon submission of a building permit. 
These plans will be reviewed and approved by the San Mateo County Drainage Review Section.  
There is no indication that the installation of these measures will cause any significant environmental 
effects. 

Source:  (San Mateo County Drainage Manual, 2019);  (San Mateo County Environmental Health 
Services, 2020). 

19.b. Have sufficient water supplies available 
to serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during 
normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

   X 

Discussion:  An existing well provides domestic water service for the parcel. As part of the project’s 
conditional approval, San Mateo County Environmental Health Services has conditioned that the 
project demonstrates appropriate potable domestic water supply that meets minimum drinking water 
standards for the dwelling. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Environmental Health Services, 2020). 

19.c. Result in a determination by the waste-
water treatment provider which serves 
or may serve the project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the project’s 
projected demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing commitments? 

   X 

Discussion:  See staff’s response to Question 19.a. 

Source:  (San Mateo County Drainage Manual, 2019); (San Mateo County Environmental Health 
Services, 2020). 
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19.d. Generate solid waste in excess of State 
or local standards, or in excess of the 
capacity of local infrastructure, or 
otherwise impair the attainment of solid 
waste reduction goals? 

  X  

Discussion:  The project consists of the construction of a single-family development to replace an 
existing single-family dwelling.  While the new single-family dwelling would be larger than the 
existing dwelling, it is unlikely that the amount of waste generated would be significantly greater than 
what is currently generated by the existing dwelling.  Additionally, the California Department of 
Resources, Recycling and Recovery measures landfill waste in pounds per person per day (average 
of 6.7 pounds per person per day in 2019), and the amount of people inhabiting the dwelling is 
unlikely to substantially increase from what currently exists.  Therefore, there is no reason to believe 
that the project would generate excessive amounts of solid waste or impair the attainment of solid 
waste reduction goals. 

Source:  Project Scope as Depicted on Project Plans; (State of Disposal and Recycling for Calendar 
Year 2019, 2021). 

19.e. Comply with Federal, State, and local 
management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

  X  

Discussion:  The project involves demolition of an existing single-family residence and construction 
of a new single-family residence within an existing rural residential community.  As proposed, there 
is no reason to believe that the new dwelling will produce significantly more waste than the existing 
dwelling.  All elements of the project will comply with regulations related to solid waste. 

Source:  Project Scope as Depicted in Project Plans. 

 

20. WILDFIRE.  If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire 
hazard severity zones, would the project: 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

20.a. Substantially impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

  X  

Discussion:  No revisions of the adopted Emergency Operations Plan would be required as a result 
of the proposed project.  The nearest public fire service is San Mateo County Fire Department 
Station 58, located approximately 3.5 miles away from the subject parcel.  Emergency response 
would not be impacted because primary access to all major roads would be maintained during 
construction and habitation of the residence.  As discussed in Section 9 (Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials), the proposed project has been reviewed and conditionally approved by the San Mateo 
County Fire Department on September 3, 2020; and would not impair or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response or evacuation plan.  Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, 
and no mitigation is required. 
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Source:  Project Plans; Project Location; (San Mateo County Fire Department Memo: PLN 2017-
00369, 2020); (Geographic Information System: Planning and Building Map Viewer, 2021). 

20.b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 
thereby expose project occupants to, 
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or 
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

  X  

Discussion:  Wildland Urban Interface fires occur where combustible vegetation meets combustible 
structures, combining the hazards associated with wildfires and structure fires.  The project is 
located in a High Fire Severity State Responsibility Area as identified by the California Department 
of Forestry and Fire Protection’s 2007 San Mateo County Fire Hazard Severity Zoning Map.  The 
new residential structure constructed as part of the proposed project would include fire resistant 
features that conform to modern fire and building codes, as well as fire detection or extinguishing 
systems.  The likelihood that a major structural fire will expand into a wildland fire before it can be 
brought under control is therefore significantly reduced.  Similarly, wildfires will be less able to burn 
the building because of the preventative measures in place.  Further, due to the proximity of the 
project site to San Mateo County Fire Station 58 (3.5 miles away), the likelihood of injuries or 
pollutant emissions due to a wildfire is minimal.  Therefore, the proposed project would not 
exacerbate wildfire risks or expose occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire, or to the 
uncontrolled spread of wildfire. 

Source:  Project Location; (San Mateo County Fire Hazard Severity Zoning, 2007); (San Mateo 
County Fire Department Memo: PLN 2017-00369, 2020). 

20.c. Require the installation or maintenance 
of associated infrastructure (such as 
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 
sources, power lines or other utilities) 
that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to 
the environment? 

   X 

Discussion:  The proposed project to demolish the existing single-family dwelling and construct a 
new single-family dwelling (and associated structures) on a parcel which adjoins other single-family 
rural residential development does not require the installation of new roads, fuel breaks, or power 
lines.  The project includes the construction of a fire truck turnaround that has been reviewed and 
conditionally approved by the San Mateo County Fire Department. No further mitigation is 
necessary. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Fire Department Memo: PLN 2017-00369, 2020). 

20.d. Expose people or structures to 
significant risks, including downslope or 
downstream flooding or landslides, as a 
result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, 
or drainage changes?  

 X   

Discussion:  The project site is moderately to steeply sloped with flatter building pads developed in 
the area that currently contains a residence, with possible geologic hazards discussed in sections 7a 
– 7f of this document.  However, Mitigation Measure 11 will ensure that adequate measures are 
taken to ensure the safety of residents, visitors, and neighboring properties.  Additionally, the project 
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will be required to meet safety standards as specified by the San Mateo County Fire Department 
and drainage standards as specified by San Mateo County’s drainage policies. Consistency with 
these requirements will be confirmed at the building permit stage of the project. 

Source:  Project Plans; (San Mateo County Drainage Manual, 2019); (Murray Engineers, Inc., 
2017); (San Mateo County Fire Department Memo: PLN 2017-00369, 2020). 

 

21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

  Potentially 
Significant 

Impacts 

Significant 
Unless 

Mitigated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

21.a. Does the project have the potential to 
substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause 
a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the number 
or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods 
of California history or prehistory? 

 X   

Discussion:  The proposed project is in roughly the same location as the existing single-family 
residence is located, and this area has experienced prior disturbances.  However, according to 
review of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), the San Francisco Garter Snake 
(SFGS) has been observed in close proximity to the parcel.  The San Francisco Garter Snake was 
listed as a federally endangered species under the U.S. Endangered Species Act in 1967, and a 
state endangered species under the California Endangered Species Act in 1971. While the SFGS 
has not been observed on the subject property, Mitigation Measure 5 is proposed due to the subject 
parcel’s proximity to a location where the snake has been observed. See section 4 for a detailed 
discussion of this topic. 

Source:  Project Plans; Project Location; (California Natural Diversity Database, 2021). 

21.b. Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable?  (“Cumulatively consider-
able” means that the incremental effects 
of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the effects of 
past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects.) 

 X   

Discussion:  There are several parcels within the vicinity of the subject parcel that are developed 
with single-family residences.  It is not likely that the incremental effects of this project are 
considerable when viewed in conjunction with the effects of past, current, and probable future 
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private or public projects in this area.  The project site is located in a rural area where the rate and 
intensity of development is low.  While the project will potentially result in site specific impacts as 
discussed in more depth within the relevant sections of this document, incorporation of the 
recommended mitigation measures will reduce these impacts to a less than significant level.  Any 
future development in the area will be subject to review under the California Environmental Quality 
Act. 

Source:  Project Plans. 

21.c. Does the project have environmental 
effects which will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 

 X   

Discussion:  The project could result in environmental impacts that could both directly and indirectly 
cause impacts on human beings, including the introduction of new sources of light and glare, 
temporary air quality impacts from construction-related emissions, and temporary greenhouse gas 
emissions from construction-related activities, as discussed in more depth within the relevant 
sections of this document.  However, the implementation of the recommended mitigation measures 
included in this document, and mitigation measures proposed in the project plans, will adequately 
reduce any potential impacts to a less than significant level. 

Source:  Project Plan. 

 

References 

2020 Total System Electric Generation. (2021). Retrieved September 13, 2021, from California 
Energy Comission: https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/california-
electricity-data/2020-total-system-electric-generation 

Association of Bay Area Governments. (1997). Resilience Program Hazard Viewer Geographic 
Information System Hazard Viewer Landslide Hazard (Rainfall Induced) Layer. Retrieved 
September 28, 2021, from https://abag.ca.gov/our-work/resilience/data-research 

Association of Bay Area Governments. (2021, March 18). Resilience Program Hazard Viewer 
Geographic Information System Hazard Viewer Liquefaction Susceptibility Layer. Retrieved 
September 14, 2021, from https://abag.ca.gov/our-work/resilience/data-research 

Bay Area Air Quality Management District. (2017, April 19). Final 2017 Clean Air Plan. 

Board of Supervisors of the County of San Mateo, State of California. (2020, February 25). 
Ordinance No. 4824: An Ordinance Amending Title 24 Part 6 Energy Code and Part 11 
Green Building Code to Adopt Local Reach Codes to Meet Greenhouse Gas Emission 
Reduction Goals. Redwood City, California, United States of America. Retrieved September 
13, 2021, from https://planning.smcgov.org/sites/planning.smcgov.org/files/press-
release/files/0030_1_20200225_o_Reach-Codes-003.pdf 

Board of Supervisors, County of San Mateo, State of California. (2020, January 7th). Building 
Regulations of the County of San Mateo: Chapter 5 Regulations for Excavating, Grading, 
Filling and Clearing on Lands in Unincorporated San Mateo County. 

California Air Resources Board. (2019, March). A Guide to California's Clean Air Regulations for 
Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicles. 

California Department of Conservation. (2017). California Important Farmland Finder Map. Retrieved 
September 14, 2021, from https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/ 



 

41 

California Department of Conservation. (2018). San Mateo County Important Farmland Data. 
Retrieved September 14, 2021, from 
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/Pages/SanMateo.aspx 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife. (2021, August). California Natural Diversity Database. 
Retrieved September 14, 2021 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. (2007, January 03). San Mateo County Fire 
Hazard Severity Zoning. 

California Department of Resources, Recycling and Recovery. (2021, February 12). State of 
Disposal and Recycling for Calendar Year 2019. 

California Historical Resources Information System Northwest Information Center. (2021, September 
9). PLN2017-00369/APN 078-120-050 at 12660 Williams Ranch Road. 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board. (2015, November 19). San Francisco Bay Region 
Stormwater NPDES Permit, Order No. R2-2015-0049, NPDES Permit No. CAS612008. 

Center for Biological Diversity. (n.d.). San Francisco Garter Snake Action Timeline. Retrieved from 
https://biologicaldiversity.org/species/reptiles/San_Francisco_garter_snake/action_timeline.ht
ml 

County of San Mateo. (2019, December). San Mateo County Drainage Manual. 

County of San Mateo: Planning and Building Department. (2013, June). Local Coastal Program 
Policies. 

Graymer, R. M. (2006). Geologic Map of the San Francisco Bay Region. U.S. Geological Survey 
Scientific Investigations Map 2918. 

Much, B. (2021, September 9). California Historical Resources Information System Northwest 
Information Center Memo Regarding PLN2017-00369/APN 078-120-050 at 12660 Williams 
Ranch RD. 

Murray Engineers, Inc. (2017, October). Engineering Geologic & Geotechnical Investigation, 
Leonardi Residence, 12660 Williams Ranch Road, San Mateo County, California. Millvalley, 
California. 

National Park Service. (2021). Register of Historic Places. NPGallery Digital Asset Search. 
Retrieved September 28, 2021, from https://npgallery.nps.gov/nrhp 

Native American Heritage Commission. (2021, October 06). Native American Tribal Consultation, 
Pursuant to the Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), Amendments to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) (Chapter 532, Statues of 2014), Public Resources Code, SIN SFD Pool 
House and Grading , San Mateo County. West Sacramento, California. 

Ritter, J., & Dupre, W. (1972). Maps showing areas of potential inundation by tsunamis in the San 
Francisco Bay region, California: Miscellaneous Field Studies Map 480. United States 
Geological Survey. 

San Mateo County. (2005, April 25). Dam Failure Inundation Areas - San Mateo County. Retrieved 
September 28, 2021, from 
https://planning.smcgov.org/sites/planning.smcgov.org/files/documents/files/Dam_Failure_In
undation.pdf 

San Mateo County. (2013, June). General Plan, Chapter 17, Energy and Climate Change Element. 

San Mateo County. (2021). Geographic Information System: Planning and Building Map Viewer. 
doi:https://gis.smcgov.org/Html5Viewer/Index.html?configBase=https://gis.smcgov.org/Geoco



 

42 

rtex/Essentials/REST/sites/publicplanning/viewers/HTML52110/virtualdirectory/Resources/C
onfig/Default 

San Mateo County Department of Public Works. (2017, October 24). Civil Review - Site Plan Check 
List. 

San Mateo County Environmental Health Services. (2020, November 3). Comments Regarding 
PLN2017-00369. 

San Mateo County Fire Department. (2020, September 3). San Mateo County Fire Department 
Memo: PLN 2017-00369. 

San Mateo County Planning and Building Department. (2016, October 18). Ordinance No. 2427: 
Regulations for the Preservation, Protection, Removal and Trimming of Heritage Trees on 
Public and Private Property. San Mateo County Ordinance Code. Retrieved September 9, 
2021 

San Mateo County Planning and Building Department. (2016, October 18). Ordinance No. 3229: The 
Signficant Tree Ordinance of San Mateo County. Part Three of Division VIII of the San Mateo 
County Ordinance Code. Retrieved September 14, 2021 

San Mateo County Planning and Building Department. (2019, July). San Mateo County Zoning 
Regulations. 

San Mateo County, Planning and Building Division. (1986, November 18). General Plan, Historical 
and Archaeological Resources Background - Appendix B (Preliminary Inventory of Historic 
Resources). 

San Mateo County: Department of Environmental Management. (1986). General Plan Mineral 
Resources Map. 

San Mateo County: Planning and Building Department. (2006, September 09). Noise Regulations - 
San Mateo County Ordinance Code. 

San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program. (2020, January). C.3 Regulated 
Projects Guide. 1.0. 

Senate of the State of California. (1989, September 01). Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 17, 
Chapter 100, Relative to Oak Woodlands. 

State of California. (1993, January 1). California Public Resources Code, Section 5020.1(k). 

State of California. (2001, January 1). Public Resources Code: Division 4 - Forests, Forestry, and 
Range and Forage Lands, Part 2.5, Chapter 1, Section 4793.e. 

State of California. (2014, September 25). Assembly Bill 52 Native Americans: California 
Environmental Quality Act. 

State of California. (2014, December 05). California Code of Regulations, Title 13, Section 2485 
(Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial Motor Vehicle Idling). 

State of California. (2019, January 1). Sustainable Groundwater Management Act. 

State of California Department of Fish and Wildlife. (2019, April). California Natural Community 
Conservation Plans. 

State of California Department of Toxic Substances and Control. (2020). The Hazardous Waste and 
Substances Sites (Cortese) List. 

State of California Office of the State Fire Marshall. (2021). Fire Hazard Severity Zones. Retrieved 
September 28, 2021, from https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/divisions/wildfire-planning-
engineering/wildfire-prevention-engineering/fire-hazard-severity 



 

43 

United States Department of Agriculture: Natural Resources Conservation Service. (2020, May 29). 
Web Soil Survey, San Mateo Area, California. Retrieved September 29, 2021, from 
https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/ 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service. (n.d.). Wildlife Refuge Mapper. Retrieved September 17, 
2021, from https://www.fws.gov/refuges/find-a-wildlife-refuge/ 

United States of America Fish and Wildlife Service. (2021, MAy 1). Wetlands Mapper. Retrieved 
September 9, 2021, from https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html 

 

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES.  Check what agency has permit authority or other approval for the 
project. 

 

AGENCY YES NO TYPE OF APPROVAL 

Bay Area Air Quality Management District   X  

Caltrans  X  

City  X  

California Coastal Commission  X  

County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)  X  

Other: _______________________________  X  

National Marine Fisheries Service  X  

Regional Water Quality Control Board  X  

San Francisco Bay Conservation and 
Development Commission (BCDC) 

 X  

Sewer/Water District:  X  

State Department of Fish and Wildlife   X  

State Department of Public Health  X  

State Water Resources Control Board   X  

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (CE)  X  

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)  X  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service   X  
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MITIGATION MEASURES 

 Yes No 

Mitigation measures have been proposed in project application. X  

Other mitigation measures are needed. X  

The following measures are included in the project plans or proposals pursuant to Section 
15070(b)(1) of the State CEQA Guidelines: 

Mitigation Measure 1:  All proposed lighting shall be designed and located so as to confine 
direct rays to the subject property and prevent glare in the surrounding area.  Manufacturer 
cut sheets for any exterior light fixtures shall be submitted for review and approval prior to the 
issuance of a building permit.  All exterior fixtures shall be rated dark-sky compliant and 
designed to minimize light pollution beyond the confines of the subject premises. 

Mitigation Measure 2:  Final finishes of all exterior materials and/or colors, including glass 
windows and/or panels, shall be non-reflective and colored as to blend into the natural 
landscape. 

Mitigation Measure 3:  The applicant shall require construction contractors to implement all 
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s Basic Construction Mitigation Measures listed 
below: 

a. All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and 
unpaved access roads) shall be watered two times per day. 

b. All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off-site shall be covered. 

c. All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent paved roads shall be removed using wet 
power vacuum street sweepers at least once per day.  The use of dry power sweeping is 
prohibited. 

d. All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 miles per hour. 

e. All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as soon as 
possible.  Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or 
soil binders are used. 

f. All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with 
manufacturers’ specifications.  All equipment shall be checked by a certified visible 
emissions evaluator. 

g. Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment or vehicles off when not in 
use or reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California 
Airborne Toxics Control Measure Title 13, Section 2485, of the California Code of 
Regulations [CCR]).  Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at all 
access points. 

h. Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to contact at the 
project site regarding dust complaints.  This person shall respond and take corrective 
action within 48 hours.  The Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s phone number 
shall also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable regulations. 
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Mitigation Measure 4:  The applicant shall implement the following dust control measures 
during grading and construction activities: 

a. Water all active construction and grading areas at least twice daily. 

b. Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials or require all trucks to 
maintain at least two feet of freeboard. 

c. Apply water two times daily or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved access 
roads, parking areas and staging areas at the project site. 

d. Sweep street daily (with water sweepers) if visible soil material is carried onto adjacent 
public streets/roads. 

e. Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply (non-toxic) soil binders to exposed stockpiles 
(dirt, sand, etc.) 

 
Mitigation Measure 5:  The applicant/owner shall submit a pre-construction survey of the 
parcel for San Francisco Garter Snake (SFGS) prepared by a qualified biologist conducted no 
more than 30 days prior to construction.  This survey shall be reviewed by Planning and 
Building prior to the commencement of work on the parcel. If suitable SFGS habitat is 
observed, the qualified biologist shall recommend appropriate mitigation measures to be 
followed throughout work on the project.  If the species is found on the parcel at any point 
during construction, work shall cease immediately and the applicant/owner shall contact 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and San 
Mateo County Planning and Building Department within 24 hours to develop appropriate 
conservation measures to avoid and minimize impact.  Work shall not continue until 
appropriate conservation measures are in place to the satisfaction of United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

Mitigation Measure 6:  All regulated trees proposed for removal shall be replaced at a 1:1 
ratio, minimum 15-gallon size stock, and of native and/or drought-tolerant species.  All 
proposed replacement trees shall be shown on a Tree Replanting Plan or Landscape Plan 
and shall include species, size, and location.  Any regulated oak tree species removed shall 
be replaced with the same species.  The Plan shall be submitted to the County Planning and 
Building Department for review and approval as part of the building permit plan sets.  
Approved plantings shall be implemented and verified by Planning staff prior to final building 
inspection. 

Mitigation Measure 7:  The applicant shall submit a detailed Tree Protection Plan 
incorporating measures from a certified arborist as part of the building permit plan sets. 

Mitigation Measure 8:  In the event that cultural, paleontological, or archaeological resources 
are encountered during site grading or other site work, such work shall immediately be halted 
in the area of discovery and the project sponsor shall immediately notify the Community 
Development Director and the Tamien Nation of the discovery.  The applicant shall be 
required to retain the services of a qualified archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for the purpose of recording, protecting, or 
curating the discovery as appropriate and a Tamien Nation Tribal Monitor.  The cost of the 
qualified archaeologist, Tribal Monitor and of any recording, protecting, or curating shall be 
borne solely by the project sponsor.  The archaeologist shall be required to submit to the 
Community Development Director for review and approval a report of the findings and 
methods of curation or protection of the resources in consultation with the Tamien Nation.  In 
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addition, an archaeological report meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards detailing 
the findings of the monitoring shall be submitted to the Northwest Information Center and the 
Tamien Nation after monitoring has ceased.  No further grading or site work within the area of 
discovery shall be allowed until the preceding has occurred. 

Mitigation Measure 9:  If a newly discovered resource is, or is suspected to be, Native 
American in origin, the resource shall be treated as a significant Tribal Cultural Resource, 
pursuant to Public Resources Code 21074, until the County has determined otherwise with 
the consultation of a qualified archaeologist and local tribal representative. 

Mitigation Measure 10:  In the event of discovery or recognition of any human remains 
during project construction, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or 
any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains and State of California 
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 shall be followed.  The applicant shall then 
immediately notify the County Coroner’s Office, the County Planning and Building 
Department, and possibly the State Native American Heritage Commission to seek 
recommendations from a Most Likely Descendant (Tribal Contact) before any further action at 
the location of the find can proceed.  All contractors and sub-contractors shall be made aware 
of these requirements and shall adhere to all applicable laws including State Cultural 
Preservation laws.  Disposition of Native American remains shall comply with California 
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.5(e). 

Mitigation Measure 11:  To ensure the safety of all persons residing at or visiting the 
proposed residence, the recommendations described in Murray Engineers, Inc.’s 
“Engineering Geologic & Geotechnical Investigation” dated October 2017 shall be 
implemented in the design and construction of the residence.  The Planning and Building 
Department shall confirm that these recommendations are implemented on both submitted 
plans and during construction of the residence and associated improvements.  Prior to 
issuance of the building permit for construction of the residence and associated 
improvements, the applicant shall submit a letter from Murray Engineers, Inc. or a qualified 
engineer that confirms the recommendations detailed in Murry Engineering’s Engineering 
Geologic and Geotechnical Investigation have been implemented.  If a recommendation was 
not implemented, a written explanation shall be provided for why the recommendation was not 
implemented and why the alternative provides equivalent or more effective protection of the 
health and safety of residents and visitors to the parcel than the recommendations.  This 
written explanation and project plans shall be submitted for review and approval by the 
County’s Geotechnical Engineer as part of the building permit review process. 

Mitigation Measure 12:  The applicant shall submit an erosion control plan in compliance 
with the County's General Erosion and Sediment Control Plan Guidelines Checklist for review 
and approval as part of the building permit plans submittal. 

Mitigation Measure 13:  No grading shall be allowed during the wet weather season 
(October 1 through April 30) to avoid increased potential soil erosion, unless the applicant 
applies for an Exception to the Winter Grading Moratorium and the Community Development 
Director grants the exception.  Exceptions will only be granted if dry weather is forecasted 
during scheduled grading operations, and the erosion control plan includes adequate 
winterization measures (amongst other determining factors). 
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Mitigation Measure 14:  An Erosion Control and Tree Protection Pre-Site Inspection shall be 
conducted prior to the issuance of a grading permit "hard card" and building permit to ensure 
the approved erosion control and tree protection measures are installed adequately prior to 
the start of ground disturbing activities. 

Mitigation Measure 15:  In the event that tribal cultural resources are inadvertently 
discovered during project implementation, all work shall stop within 50 feet until a qualified 
professional and Tamien Nation can evaluate the find and recommend appropriate measures 
to avoid and preserve the resource in place, or minimize adverse impacts to the resource, and 
those measures shall be approved by the Current Planning Section prior to implementation 
and continuing any work associated with the project. 

Mitigation Measure 16:  Any inadvertently discovered tribal cultural resources shall be 
treated with culturally appropriate dignity taking into account the Tamien Nation tribal cultural 
values and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, protecting the cultural 
character and integrity of the resource, protecting the traditional use of the resource, and 
protecting the confidentiality of the resource. 

 

 

 

DETERMINATION (to be completed by the Lead Agency). 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
  

 
I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and 
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared by the Planning Department. 

  

X 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environ-
ment, there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because of the mitigation 
measures in the discussion have been included as part of the proposed project.  A 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

  

 
I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 

   

  (Signature) 

May 2, 2022  Planner 

Date  (Title) 
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ATTACHMENTS: 

A. Vicinity Map 
B. Project Plans, dated March 24, 2022 
C. Project Arborist Report, dated March 23, 2022 
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